RepiibliGan  Party’s  t^sar  East  Plank 

CHICAGO — There  is  bipartisan  accord  between  the  Republican  and 
Democratic  parties  on  the  need  for  a  firm  policy  to  resist  aggression 
and  to  promote  a  negotiated  peace  in  the  Middle  East. 

The  Middle  East  plank,  adopted  by  the  Republican  Party  here 
last  week — after-it  was  revised  and  strengthened — revealed  substan¬ 
tial  agreement  on  the  major  points  contained  in  the  Democratic  plank 
adopted  at  Los  Angeles. 

Significantly,  neither  party  shows  any  sign  of  a  diminishing  in¬ 
terest  in  the  welfare  and  friendship  of  all  the  peoples  in  the  Middle 
East.  Both  parties  are  united  in  the  search  for  peace.  There  is  no 
evidence  of  any  tendency  towards  disengagement  from  past 
commitment. 


There  are  differences  in  specifics.  While  both  parties  urge 
negotiations,  the  Democratic  plank  calls  for  “direct  Arab-Israel 
peace  negotiations” ;  the  Republican  plank  proposes  “negotiations  for 
a  mutually  acceptable  settlement.”  The  major  difference  is  in  the 
treatment  of  the  Arab  refugee  problem.  The  Democratic  Party  calls 
for  “resettlement”  in  “lands  where  there  is  room  and  opportunity 
for  them”  while  the  Republican  plank  suggests  no  specific  solution. 

Both  planks  unite  in  opposition  to  boycotts,  blockades,  and  dis¬ 
criminations  against  Americans  by  foreign  countries.  Both  point 
to  the  danger  of  an  arms  race  and  an  arms  imbalance  in  the  region. 

*  *  * 

Thus,  American  policy  in  the  Middle  East  is  unlikely  to  become  a 
political  issT  *n  the  forthcoming  campaign.  However,  this  predic¬ 
tion  is  subjec  o  three  conditions :  an  unexpected  development  in  the 
region  could  precipitate  debate  on  the  Administration’s  reaction; 
the  Democratic  Party  might  decide  to  focus  attack  on  past  Adminis¬ 
tration  policy ;  or  the  candidates  may  develop  conflicting  programs  to 
carry  out  declared  platform  objectives.  Both  presidential  nominees 
are  already  on  record  with  statements  endorsing  these  platform  pro¬ 
posals  and  both  have  come  under  attack  from  the  Arab  press. 


First  Draft.  The  first  foreign  policy  plank  recommended  by  the  Repub¬ 
lican  platform  committee  was  criticized  by  liberal  delegates,  who  said 
that  it  was  vague  and  lacked  vigor  and  directness.  The  same  criti¬ 
cism  was  directed  at  the  paragraphs  dealing  with  the  Middle  East. 
It  came  from  the  delegates  who  had  urged  the  platform  committee 
to  write  a  strong  statement — Senators  Jacob  K.  Javits  and  Kenneth 
B.  Keating  of  New  York,  Gen.  Julius  Klein  of  Illinois,  and  Rep. 
Seymour  Halpern  of  New  York,  The  initial  draft  touched  on  all  the 
points  in  issue,  but  disappointed  delegates  complained  that  it  touched 
much  too  lightly.  They  carried  their  protests  to  Vice-President 
Richard  M.  Nixon,  Governor  Nelson  Rockefeller,  Charles  H.  Percy, 
chairman  of  the.  platform  committee,  and  to  Sen.  John  Sherman 
Cooper  of  Kentucky,  chairman  of  the  foreign  policy  subcommittee. 
Platform  Strengthened.  They  pointed  out  that  Vice-President  Nixon’s 
own  statements  on  the  Middle  East  were  much  more  vigorous  and 
comprehensive  than  the  plank  offered  by  the  platform  committee. 
Their  protests  produced  results.  And  when  the  platform  committee 
reconsidered  the  entire  foreign  policy  statement,  it  also  decided  to 
strengthen  the  Middle  East  plank. 

The  incident  reflected  the  Republican  Party’s  dilemma  in  the 
forthcoming  campaign.  On  the  one  hand,  it  is  reluctant  to  take  a 
position  which  may  appear  to  criticize  past  Administration  policy. 
At  the  same  time,  Vice-President  Nixon  has  frequently  declared  his 
desire  to  move  forward  from  past  policies. 

(Turn  the  page) 
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UAR  Targets  of  the  Week.  The 

propaganda  offensive  directed  by  UAR 
President  Gamal  Abdel  Nasser  is  now 
aimed  at  two  Moslem  countries — Iran 
and  Turkey — which,  as  members  of 
CENTO,  enjoy  close  relations  with  the 
United  States  and  play  a  significant  part 
in  the  defense  of  the  Free  World. 

The  attack  on  Iran  grew  out  of 
Nasser’s  resentment  of  Iran’s  relations 
with  the  State  of  Israel. 

The  attack  on  Turkey  was  a  sud¬ 
den  and  unexplained  revival  of  the  long 
'conflict  between  Syria  and  Turkey  over 
the  status  of  Alexandretta. 

Iran.  Although  Israel  has  not  been  able 
to  win  any  accommodation  with  any 
Arab  country,  it  has  always  enjoyed 
good  relations  with  two  important 
Moslem  countries — Iran  and  Turkey — 
a  demonstration  of  the  fact  that  Arab 
hostility  to  Israel  does  not  involve  all 
Moslems  but  is  largely  confined  to  the 
Arab  states  themselves.  The  Arabs 
have  always  tried  to  press  their  Mos¬ 
lem  co-religionists  in  other  countries 
to  join  in  their  anti-Israel  campaign. 

However,  there  has  been  a  quiet  re¬ 
lationship  between  Israel  and  Iran  in 
commercial  and  technical  fields.  Many 
diplomats  pointed  to  it  with  some  satis¬ 
faction,  because  many  believe  that  one 
of  the  most  effective  ways  to  bring 
about  an  Arab-Israel  peace  is  to 
stren^hen  Israel’s  relations  with  coun¬ 
tries  in  Asia  and  Africa  which  are  not 
members  of  the  Arab  League. 

Recognition  Reconfirmed.  But  a  storm 
blew  up  on  July  24  when  the  Shah  of 
Iran,  Mohammed  Riza  Pahlevi,  re¬ 
sponding  to  a  question  put  to  him  by  a 
member  of  the  press,  confirmed  the 
fact  that  Iran  still  maintains  de  facto 
recognition  of  the  Government  of 
Israel.  This  simple  statement  of  a 
fact  well  known  throughout  the  world 
was  treated  as  a  bombshell  in  Arab 
capitals. 


(Continued  on  page  20) 
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Republican  Party’s  Near  East  Plank 


continued 


Motform  iMoriiivs.  Sen.  Javits  of* 
Ifered  a  strong  plank  when  the  foreign 
policy  subcommittee  began  its  hear*, 
ings  and  it  was  endorsed  by  Gen. 
Klein.  Sen.  Keating  offered  a  similar 
proposal.  The  American  Israel  Pub¬ 
lic  Affairs  Committee  presented  a  six- 
point  program,  which,  it  noted,  had 
been  accepted  at  the  Democratic  Con¬ 
vention  and  which,  it  stressed,  was  con¬ 
sistent  with  policies  the  Administra¬ 
tion  itself  had  espoused  in  the  past. 

As  in  Los  Angeles,  the  American 
Council  for  Judaism  attacked  the 
American  Israel  Public  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee  and  offered  a  plank  critical  of 
Israel.  Gen.  Klein  told  the  Republi¬ 
can  platform  committee  that  95  per¬ 
cent  of  the  American  Jewish  com¬ 
munity  were  opposed  to  the  viewpoint 
of  the  American  Council  for  Judaism. 

Two  Administration  officials.  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  of  State  •William  B. 
Macomber,  Jr.  and  Mr.  John  ’  W. 
Hanes,  Jr.,  Administrator  of  Security 
and  Consular  Affairs,  served  as  con¬ 
sultants  to  the  platform  subcommittee. 
The  language  produced  by  the  sub¬ 
committee  was  much  milder  than  the 
Javits  plank  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
even  milder  than  some  of  the  recent 
statements  which  have  been  issued  by 


the  Department  of  State  itself  on  Middle 
East  issues.  i 

Nassor  D«noimc«t.  It  is  possible 
that  the  Department  of  State  may  have 
counseled  mild  words  in  order  not  to 
provoke  strong  reactions  in  the  Middle 
East.  But  if  this  was  the  purpose,  it 
was  a  futile  effort.  For  even  the  re¬ 
strained  statement  first  drafted  by  the 
committee  brought  a  violent  outburst 
from  President  Nasser  of  the  United 
Arab  Republic. 

Denouncing  both  the  Democratic  and 
Republican  platforms,  on  July  26,  a 
few  hours  after  the  preliminary  state¬ 
ment  was  released  by  the  Republican 
platform  committee,  he  said: 

**American  political  parties  are 
exerting  themselves  today  to  gain 
Zionist  support.  The  Republican 
Party  in  announcing  its  platform 
today  stressed  that  it  will  act  for 
the  transit  of  Israel  ships  in  the 
Suez  Canal.  But,  if  they  have 
succumbed  to  the  Zionist  yoke,  then 
we  shall  oppose  it  and  fight  against 
it  to  the  last  person  and  to  the  last 

drop  of  blood.  _ 

“What  we  are  interested  in  are  — 
all  the  rights  of  the  Palestine 
Arabs  and  not  the  platforms  of 
\  the  Republican  or  Democratic  par¬ 
ties,  because  their  sovereignty  is 


Democratic  Plank 

Here  is  the  text  of  the  Middle  East 
plank  adopted  by  the  Democratic  Con¬ 
vention  at  Los  Angeles: 

“In  the  Middle  East  we  will  work  for 
guarantees  to  ensure  independence  for 
ail  states.  We  will  encourage  direct 
Arab-Israel  peace  negotiations;  the  re¬ 
settlement  of  Arab  refugees  in  lands 
where  there  is  room  and  opportunity  for 
them;  an  end  to  boycotts  and  blockades; 
the  unrestricted  use  of  the  Suez  Canal 
by  all  nations.” 

•  •  • 

“We  urge  continued  economic  assist¬ 
ance  to  Israel  and  the  Arab  peoples  to 
help  them  raise  their  living  standards. 
We  pledge  our  best  efforts  for  peace  in 
the  Middle  East  by  seeking  to  prevent 
an  arms  race  while  guarding  against 
the  dangers  of  a  military  imbalance  re¬ 
sulting  from  Soviet  arms  shipments.” 

•  •  • 

“Protection  of  the  rights  of  American 
citizens  to  travel,  to  pursue  lawful  trade 
and  to  engage  in  other  lawful  activities 
abroad  without  distinction  as  to  race  or 
religion  is  a  cardinal  function  of  the  na¬ 
tional  sovereignty.  We  will  oppose  any 
international  agreement  or  treaty  which 
by  its  terms  or  practices  differentiates 
among  American  citizens  on  grounds  of 
race  or  religion.” 


Republican  First  Draft 

Here  u  the  first  draft  of  the  Middle 
East  plank  proposed  by  the  platform 
committee  at  the  Republican  Conven¬ 
tion  at  Chicago.  It  was  later  re¬ 
written: 

“In  the  Middle  East,  we  shall  con¬ 
tinue  to  support  the  integrity  and  in¬ 
dependence  of  all  the  states  of  that  area 
including  Israel  and  the  Arab  states. 

“With  specific  reference  to  Israel  and 
the  Arab  nations  we  shall  encourage  in 
every  feasible  manner  an  early  resolu¬ 
tion  of  differences  between  them,  an 
equitable  solution  of  the  refugee  prob¬ 
lem,  an  end  to  transit  and  trade  re¬ 
strictions,  the  cessation  of  di^rimina- 
tion  against  Americans  on  the  basis 
of  religious  beliefs,  and  progress  to¬ 
ward  peacefu’  relations  which  will 
render  unnecessary  the  continuation  of 
the  current  wasteful  and  dangerous 
arms  race.” 


not  anybody*!  property  but  their 

OlW'llo 

*The  Repnbliean  Party  makes  an¬ 
nouncements  which  are  intended  to  . 
impose  its  policies  on  us.  And  the 
Democratic  Party  endeavors  to  win 
the  Jewish  vote  while  it  drums  in 
our  ears  villifications  and  vitupera¬ 
tions  and  also  promises  that  it  will 
impose  its  policies.  Words  of  this 
kind  have  become  obsolete  because 
neither  America  nor  any  other 
country  can  impose  their  will  on 
us.” 

The  UAR  leader  will  be  satisfied 
with  nothing  less  than  Israel’s  disap¬ 
pearance,  not  only  from  the  platforms 
of  the  political  parties,,  but  from  the 
face  of  the  Middle  East.  (It  was  in 
this  same  speech  that  Nasser  de¬ 
nounced  Iran  for  its  de  facto  recogni- 
.tion  of  Israel.) 

Platform  Importance.  If  the  purpose 
of  the  platform  writers  had  been  to 
please  Nasser,  they  would  have  avoided 
any  reference  to  Israel  or  to  the  Mid¬ 
dle  East.  And  this  explains  the  con¬ 
tinuing  importance  of  platform  decla¬ 
rations.  Their  purpose  is  not  to  curry 
favor.  It  is  to  give  expression  to  the 
viewpoint  of  the  American  people. 
And  there  is  every  reason  why  the 
American  people  should  continue  to 
tell  both  Israelis  and  Arabs  that  they 
want  them  to  live  at  peace  together,  in 
their  own  interests  and  in  the  interests 
of  the  Free  World. 


Revised  Republican  Plank 

Here  is  the  revised  and  final  draft  of 
the  Middle  East  plank  adopted  by  the 
Republican  Convention  at  Chicago: 

“In  the  Middle  East,  we  shall  con¬ 
tinue  to  support  the  integrity  and  inde¬ 
pendence  of  all  the  states  of  that  area 
including  Israel  and  the  Arab  states. 

“With  specific  reference  to  Israel  and 
the  Arab  nations,  we  urge  them  to 
undertake  negotiations  for  a  mutually 
acceptable  settlement  of  the  causes  of 
tension  between  them. 

“We  pledge  continued  efforts:  to  elim-  j 
inate  the  obstacles  to  a  lasting  peace  in 
the  area,  including  the  human  problem 
of  the  Arab  refugees;  to  seek  an  end 
to  transit  and  trade  restrictions,  block¬ 
ades  and  boycotts  r  to  secure  freedom 
of  navigation  in  international  water¬ 
ways,  the  cessation  of  discrimination 
against  Americans  on  the  basis  of  reli-  I 
gious  beliefs,  and  an  end  to  the  wasteful 
and  dangerous  arms  race  and  to  the  '  Vf'; 
threat  of  an  arms  imbalance  in  the 
area.”  ! 
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Western  visitors  to  Cairo  have  been 
impressed  with  the  privately-expressed 
“reasonable”  attitudes  of  UAR  leaders 
on  the  Arab-Israel  conflict.  UAR  offi¬ 
cials  may  seem  to  have  presented  mod¬ 
erate  views  privately,  but  their  public 
avowals  for  the  destruction  of  Israel 
once  again  are  very  much  in  evidence 
and  they  are  not  being  lightly  dis¬ 
missed. 

With  the  opening,  on  July  9.  of  the 
General  Congress  of  the  National  Un¬ 
ion  Party — the  only  authorized  political 
party  in  the  UAR  —  in  Cairo,  Presi¬ 
dent  Nasser,  Foreign  Minister  Mah¬ 
moud  Fawzi,  and  Interior  Minister 
Abdul  Hamid  al-Serraj  all  called  for 
Israel’s  annihilation,  in  a  crescendo  of 
threats.  President  Nasser  said: 

“We  must  realize  that  the  restoration 
of  the  rights  of  the  Palestine  people  is 
not  a  mere  national  aspiration,  but  a 
vital  necessity  for  the  safety  of  the 
entire  Arab  nation.  It  is  the  only  way 
to  defeat  the  Zionist  plans  and  dreams 
of  aggrandizement.  It  is  our  duty  to 
realize  that  any  progress  attained  by 
the  Arab  nation  and  every  support  it 
gives  to  its  doctrines  will  put  it  in  a 
stronger  position  and  will  make  it  more 
powerful  to  face  Israel,  and  the  im¬ 
perialist  and  world  Zionist  powers  be¬ 
hind  it.” 

The  following  day.  Dr.  Fawzi  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Congress: 

“As  we  look  around,  we  see  the 
Palestinian  people  standing  steadfastly 
in  their  struggle  .  .  .  The  Palestinian 
people  and  we  do  not  accept  anything 
short  of  their  rights  to  their  homeland 
and  their  dignity.  The  Palestinian 
people  will  wrest  their  rights  with  their 
own  hands  to  erase  from  the  brows  of 
our  generation  the  brand  of  humilia¬ 
tion  and  disgrace.” 

On  July  11,  Col.  Serraj  told  the 
delegates: 

“Every  atom  of  the  Arab  earth  is 
our  homeland  .  . .  We  pledge  that  there 
shall  be  no  usurper  or  intruder  in  the 
Arab  homeland  from  the  gulf  to  the 
ocean.  N6  foreign  flag  shall  pollute 
its  mountains.  No  imperialists  will 
contaminate  its  air.  This  is  a  pledge 
to  save  Palestine  and  Algeria  and  to 
cleanse  the  waters  of  the  gulf  and  the 
ocean  of  all  foreign  faces.” 


omies  to  share  with  us  a  proportionate 
part  of  the  capital  and  technical  aid 
required.  We  would  emphasize  the 
increasing  use  of  private  capital  and 
Government  loans,  rather  than  out¬ 
right  grants,  as  a  means  of  fostering 
independence  and  mutual  respect.” 

Just  before  the  conventions,  the 
House  drastically  reduced  the  Mutual 
Security  appropriations.  Although  it 
restored  the  $200  million  to  the  mili¬ 
tary  aid  program,  it  did  not  restore 
sharp  reductions  in  Special  Assistance, 
E>evelopment  Loan  Fund  and  Techni¬ 
cal  Cooperation.  The  House  also  re¬ 
fused  the  Administration’s  plea  to 
eliminate  restrictions  which,  the  Ad¬ 
ministration  claims,  will  hamper  the 
effective  use  of  the  Technical  Coopera¬ 
tion  and  Contingency  Funds.  The 
House  fixed  the  appropriation  for 
Special  Assistance  at  $206  million — 
$62.5  million  less  than  the  Administra¬ 
tion  requested  and  $39  million  less 
than  Congress  approved  in  1959. 

It  is  now  up  to  the  Senate  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Appropriations  and  the  Senate 
to  decide  whether  to  restore  these  cuts. 
In  the  meantime,  the  disturbances  in 
the  Congo  and  other  areas  in  Africa 
have  lent  urgency  to  the  need  for  a 
foreign  aid  program  adequate  to  meet 
the  growing  crisis  there. 


Platforms:  U.  S.  Aid 

Political  platforms  are  generally  not 
tested  until  long  after  their  adoption. 
However,  both  the  Democratic  and 
Republican  platforms  approved  by  the 
national  conventions  will  have  an  tm- 
precedented  test  as  Congress  recon- 
venes  on  Aug.  8  to  consider  vital  legis- 
V  lation  on  domestic  and  foreign  policy. 
]r  Both  political  platforms  stress  the 
I  -  importance  of  American  aid  to  other 
countries. 

The  Democratic  platform  assures 
underdeveloped  countries  that  “we  rec- 
ognize  and  welcome  the  irresistible  mo- 
mentum  of  the  world  revolution  of 
rising  expectations  for  a  better  life” 
j  and  promises  to  “identify  American 
policy  with  its  values  and  objectives,” 
and  “to  revamp  and  refocus  the  ob¬ 
jectives,  emphasis  ancr  allocation  of  our 
foreign  assistance  programs. 

“The  proper  purpose  of  these  pro- 
^erams  is  not  to  buy  gratitude  or  to 
^Kecruit  mercenaries,  but  to  enable  the 
^^eoples  of  these  awakening,  developing 
nations  to  make  their  own  free 
choices.  .  .  . 

“Where  military  assistance  remains 
essential  for  the  common  defense,  we 
shall  see  that  the  requirements  are  fully 
met.  But  as  rapidly  as  security  con¬ 
siderations  permit,  we  will  replace 
tanks  with  tractors,  bombers  with  bull¬ 
dozers,  and  tacticians  with  tech¬ 
nicians.” 

The  Democrats  promise  to  place 
programs  of  international  coopera¬ 
tion  on  a  long-term  basis,  and  to  help 
the  peoples  of  Asia,  Africa  and  Latin 
_  America  “to  end  grinding  poverty,”  to 
'help  them  win  “more  food,  health  for 
themselves  and  the''^children  and  other 
benefits  .  .  .  .” 

The  Republican  ^  .ank  promises  to: 
“.  .  .  encourage  the  countries  of  Latin 
America,  Africa,  the  Middle  East  and 
Asia  to  initiate  appropriate  regional 
groupings  to  work  out  plans  for  eco¬ 
nomic  and  educational  development. 

“We  anticipate  that  the  United  Na- 
‘ions  Special  Fund  would  be  of  as¬ 
sistance  in  developing  such  plans.  The 
United  States  would  offer  its  coopera¬ 
tion  in  planning  and  the  provision  of 
^Kmical  personnel  for  this  purpose. 
^^‘Agreeable  to  the  developing  na¬ 
tions,  we  would  join  with  them  in  in¬ 
viting  countries  with  advanced  econ¬ 


In  Washington,  this  fortnight,  interest 
centers  on  the  newly  independent 
Congo,  as  Premier  Patrice  Lumumba 
came  to  the  Capital  seeking  economic 
aid  from  the  United  States. 

Like  so  many  of  the  new  leaders  in 
Africa,  the  Congolese  Premier  wants 
assistance  without  strings  and,  like 
others,  in  Asia  and  Africa,  he  is  turn-' 
ing  to  little  Israel  for  assistance  and 
example. 

Thus,  in  an  interview  published  in 
The  Jerusalem  Post  on  July  1,  Premie^ 
Lumumba  was  asked:  “What  are  yoiir 
plans  for  economic  development?” 
He  answered: 

“Our  aim  is  primarily  economie 
—  development,  and  we  must  subordi¬ 
nate  political  development  to  this 
purpose.  Political  freedom  is  only 
an  empty  phrase  if  it  is  not.  We 
shall  not  nationalize  the  land.  I 
'  don’t  believe  in  collectivization,  but 
we  must  organize  our  countryside 
somewhat  along  the  lines  of  the 
co-operative  movement  we  have 
heard  about  in  Israel  ” 


Viewing  the  JVews 

.  .  .  continued 

A  spokesman  for  the  Arab  League 
in  Cairo  promptly  declared  that  Ir^’s 
recognition  of  Israel  was  “a  grave  mat¬ 
ter  l^ause  Iran  is  an  Islamic  country.” 
The  Arab  League  Council  met  in  Cairo 
on  July  25  and  urged  that  the  Arab 
foreign  ministers  adopt  a  united  p<Mi- 
tion  against  Iran  at  ^eir  forthcoming 
meeting  on  Aug.  22.  And  on  July  28, 
the  Arab  League  extended  its  economic 
boycott  of  Israel  to  Iran.  A  spokes¬ 
man  for  the  League  said  that  the  Arab 
countries  would  blacklist  Iranian  com¬ 
panies  and  ships  which  traded  with 
Israel. 

Nasser  Reaction.  Always  determined 
to  lead  in  any  anti-Israel  demonstra¬ 
tion,  Nasser  announced,  on  July  26, 
in  a  speech  in  Alexandria,  that  the 
UAR  embassy  in  Iran  would  be  closed. 

In  that  speech,  Nasser  angrily  at¬ 
tacked  the  Shah  for  recognizing  Israel 
and  declared: 

“Now  that  the  Shah  has  loudly  pro¬ 
claimed  that  he  recognized  Israel, 
America  is  pleased  and  so  are  Britain, 
Zionism  and  Israel.”  ' 

Iran  replied  on  the  following  day. 
It  broke  off  diplomatic  relations  wiUi 
the  UAR  and  gave  the  UAR  ambassa¬ 
dor  24  hours  to  leave  Teheran.  For¬ 
eign  Minister  Abbas  Aram  character¬ 
ized  Nasser  as  “this  li^t-beaded  Pba- 
roah  who  is  ruling  by  bloodshed.” 

And  on  July  29,  in  a  press  confer¬ 
ence  in  Washington,  the  Iranian 
Charg6  d’Affaires,  Khosro  Khosrovani, 
charged  that  Nasser  “took  this  attitude 
in  order  to  create  a  breach  between 
Iran  and  other  friendly  Moslem  na¬ 
tions;  or  again  to  divert  the  attention 
of  his  people  from  his  own  trouble  at 
home.  .  .  . 

“Furthermore,  Iran  has  decided  not 
to  reestablish  diplomatic  relations  with 
a  country  as  long  as  its  ruler  cannot 
even  behave  in  accordance  with  the 
most  elementary  code  of  international 
behavior. 

“The  Imperial  Government  of  Iran 
is  truly  astonished  by  these  baseless, 
ridiculous  and  irresponsible  allegations 
which  are  definitely  contrary  to  the 
spirit  of  friendship  between  Moslem 
nations.  Nasser  should  know  and 
realize  that  Iran  is  an  independent  na¬ 
tion  which  will  not  tolerate  interfer¬ 
ence  from  any  foreign  power.  He 
should,  furthermore,  bear  in  mind  that 
he  is  no  lord  protector  of  Middle 
Eastern  and  Moslem  countries.” 

Arab  Press.  In  Iraq,  AUHurriyah,  on 
July  26,  declared  that  Iran’s  recogni¬ 
tion  of  Israel  was  the  inevitable  result 
of  the  failure  of  Arab  diplomacy. 

There  was  also  a  negative  reaction 
from  Jordan.  Al-Manar  declared,  July 
26,  that  the  subject  is  serious,  “partic¬ 
ularly  if  it  is  considered  in  the  light  of 
the  comprehensive  Israel  march  now 
proceeding  in  many  directions,  to  Af¬ 
rica  and  Asia.” 


{But  some  of  the  independent 
Arabs  in  Lebanon  questioned  the  wis¬ 
dom  of  exaggerating  the  significance  of 
a  de  facto  recognition  that  had  been 
unchallenged  for  many  years.  They 
pointedly  asked  why  Nasser  had 
jumped  the  gun  and  why  he  couldn’t 
wait  for  the  Arab  League  to  consider 
the  problem."] 

Turkay.  The  new  Arab  assault  on 
Turkey  began  on  July  11.  In  the 
course  of  a  speech  to  the  National 
Union  Congress,  Col.  Abdul  Hamid  al- 
Serraj,  UAR  Minister  Minister  of  the 
Interior  in  Syria,  suddenly  called  for 
the  return  of  “Iskenderun”  (the  Arab 
name  for  Alexandretta).  He  said: 

“We  have  not  forgotten  and  we  shall 
not  forget  also  our  usurped  area, 
Iskenderun.” 

Background.  Alexandretta  was  a  dis¬ 
puted  area  between  Turkey  and  Syria 
when  France  held  mandate  powers 
over  Syria  in  League  of  Nations  days. 
The  situation  in  Alexandretta  became 
critical  in  1938,  and  an  election,  super¬ 
vised  by  France  and  Turkey,  was  held. 
The  election  was  won  by  pro-Turkey 
elements.  Alexandretta  b^ame  the 
Republic  of  Hatay,  an  autonomous 
state,  but  virtually  under  Turkish 
control. 

In  1939,  France  and  Turkey  con¬ 
cluded  a  non-agn^ion  pact  and 
France  agreed  to  toe  incorporation  of 
the  autonomous  republic  into  Turkey. 

The  Serraj  attack  came  as  a  surprise 
to  the  Turlu.  On  the  same  day,  the 
Turkish  Minister  of  State,  Emil  Artus, 
had  made  a  conciliatory  speech.  He 
told  the  National  Unity  Committee  in 
Ankara  that:  “.  .  ,  We  strongly  desire 
the  continuation  of  progress  for  the 
Arab  countries  on  the  path  of  pros¬ 
perity,  in  independence  and  freedom.” 

Turkey  Answers.  The  Turks  were 
disturbed  by  the  UAR  thrust.  On 
July  22,  the  Turkish  radio  declared 
that  it  was  difiScult  to  understand  why 
the  UAR  “has  chosen  a  way  outside 
peaceful  rapprochement.”  The  broad¬ 
cast  continue : 

“This  issue  is  as  ridiculous  as  it  is 


damaging  to  our  feelings  of  friendship 
towards  them  .  .  .  We  have  not  a 
sin^e  inch  of  land  to  cede  to  any¬ 
body.” 

The  Arab  attitude  towards  Turkey 
is  also  complicated  by  that  country’s 
open  friendship  with  Israel  from  &e 
very  beginning.  In  1949,  diortly  after 
stateho^  was  achieved,  Israel  exports 
to  Turkey  amounted  to  $49,000.  By 
1959,  this  figiuc  had  risen  to  $9.2  mil¬ 
lion.  And  in  March,  Israel  and 
Turkey  signed  a  $32  million  agreement. 

Nasser’s  campaign  against  Iran  and 
Turkey  can  be  explained  by  his  con¬ 
cern  over  Israel’s  relationships  with 
the  new  Asian  and  African  countries. 
In  an  attempt  to  extend  his  campaign, 
Nasser  is  now  making  every  effort  to 
prevent  the  new  Republic  of  Cyprus 
from  recognizing  Israel. 

The  New  York  Times  in  an  editorial 
on  July  29  commented: 

“The  furious  onslaught  against  the 
Shah  of  Iran  from  the  Arab  countries, 
and  especially  from  President  Nasser  of 
the  United  Arab  Republic,  n^es  no 
sense  by  normal  reasoning 

“One  must  look  belo  ihe  surface 
for  a  possible  explan  'on.  Presi¬ 
dent  Nasser  is  workx.  hard  to 
prevent  the  new  Republic  of  Cyprus 
from  recognizing  Israel.  The  newly 
independent  African  states  have 
been  displaying  a  friendliness  that 
O>lonel  Nasser  undoubtedly  would 
like  to  discourage.  Israel  has  dip¬ 
lomatic  relations  with  Ghana,  Ethi¬ 
opia,  Guinea  and  the  veteran  Re¬ 
public  of  Liberia,  and  she  has  trade 
relations  with  Nigeria  which  will 
doubtless  develop  into  diplomatic 
relations  when  Nigeria  becomes  in¬ 
dependent.  Of  the  other  Middle 
Eastern  Moslem  countries  besides 
Iran,  relations  with  Turkey  are  full 
and  friendly  and  India  granted 
recognition  although  Indian  p^i- 
cies  have  been  pro-Arab.  ... 

“The  pattern,  evidently,  is  one  that  is 
too  favorable  to  Israel  to  suit  President 
Nasser  and  he  is  trying  to  break  it  up. 
The  Shah  of  Iran  deserves  credit  for 
acting  with  dignity,  courage  and  cor¬ 
rectness.” 
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